
QUESTION 2: Was RTDS' neg: 
injury to the plaintiff? 

Yes 


(DIRECTION: Please answer Question 3.) 


QUESTION 3: Did RTDI breac 
one of the following ways? 


1 a duty owed under the Products Liability Act in 


Claim 1 (Pro duct C loi istmction Defect) : Did RTDI supply a product 


that was not reasonably 
RTDLs control? 

Yes 


safe in construction at the time the product left 


(DIRECTION: If you answered yes to Question 3(a)(i), answer Question 3(a)(ii).) 


(a)(ii). Was this breach o 
injury to the plaintiffs? 

Yes 


was not reasonably safe 
control? 

Yes ^ 

(DIRECTION: If you answe, 

(b)(ii). Was this breach oi 
injury to the plaintiffs? 

Yes _ 


igjence as a common carrier a proximate cause of 


No 


No 


ih 


N 




1 


the Product Liability Act a proximate cause of 


No 


Claim 2 (Un safe Pi o duct Design) : Did RTDI supply a product that 


design at the time the product left RTDLs 




No 


ed yes to Question 3(b)(i), answer Question 3(b)(ii).) 
the Product Liability Act a proximate cause of 


o 


\0 




(c)(i). Claim 3 (Failure to P rovide Warnings or Instructions with Product) : 

Did RTDI supply a product that was not reasonably safe because adequate 
warnings or instructions wiere not provided with the product? 

\y 11 ^ 

Yes No_ ' 

(DIRECTION: If you answered yes to Question 3(c)(i), answer Question 3(c)(ii).) 


(c)(ii). Was this breach cf :he Product Liability Act a proximate cause of 
injury to the plaintiffs? 

Yes y No 


(d)0). Claim 4 (Failure l o Provide Warnings or Instructions after Sale) : 
Did RTDI supply a product that was not reasonably safe because adequate 
warnings or instructiors were not provided after the product was 
manufactured? 




(DIRECTION: If you answered yes to Question 3(d)(if answer Question 3(d)(ii).) 


(d)(ii). Was this breach cf the Product Liability Act a proximate cause of 
injury to the plaintiffs? 


o 




(DIRECTION: If you found that no defendant was negligent or breached the Product 
Liabibty Act or that no defendant's negligence or breach proximately caused plaintiff's 
injuries, sign the verdict and notify the bailiff. Otherwise, please answer Question 4). 

QUESTION 4: Assume that ICOro represents the total combined negligence or 
fault that proximately caused the plaintiffs injuries. What percentage of this 100% 
is attributable to each entity you answered "yes" to in Questions 2 and 3(a)(ii), 
(b)(ii), (c)(ii), or (d)(ii)? Your toteil must equal 100%. 

ANSWER: 


Ride the Ducks of Seattle 


Ride the Ducks Internatidnnl 


Mo % 

LoO% 


1I-] 


Total 


100 % 


(DIRECTION: If you found any defendant liable for plaintiffs' injuries, please answer the 
question 5). 

QUESTION 5: What do you find to be the plaintiff Rebecca Wesf s damages? 


Non-Economic Damages 


( potlfcl, |Y>\bUOf\3 OOttAtZLl 


(DIRECTION: Please sign this verdict form and notify the bailiff) 


\o-Z- 


Date: \C). ZOKI 


Presiding Juror 




